It is no secret that many within libertarian liberation circles, anarchists, radical socialists, 
feminists and queer, are at best critical of the institution of marriage. Its roots as a 
patriarchal ceremony based, among other things, on a distorted view of property rights, 
its historical links to authoritarianism of the church and state in deciding who is eligible 
for marriage, including laws of "racial purity "Here in the US, and the displeasure of a 
historical record of retention of some people in abusive long-term relationships; All this 
gives a lot of fabric to be cut for the critics, so it is not surprising that such radicals 
present these analyzes. But what we will discuss today are the many benefits and 
privileges associated with marriage as an institution and what that implies when 
navigating and trying to survive in our current political reality. 


What is marriage and why is it so important to so many? Is it merely a religious and 
cultural ceremony that celebrates a lifetime commitment between companions before 
God, themselves and their loved ones? If that is the case, why involve the state in the 
first place? Well, because this, like the church, wanted to have a voice in deciding who 
was eligible to marry and, by extension, start families. But should the marriage involve 
the state? No. In many parts of the world, customary law marriages, private religious 
ceremonies, and even just a clear personal commitment can constitute a legally binding 
marriage without the need for a state license granting permits and with the state acting 
merely as a registration body Which is limited to documenting. But does the state even 
need to find out? Following the line of thought of Emma Goldman, Voltairine de Cleyre 
and others, is the institution of marriage comparable to love? 


Well, marriage seems to have two completely different definitions that sometimes 
intersect. First, the marriage for fun, love, romance and commitment. Then, marriage for 
profit, a state institution that uses its monopoly power to award legal permits to marry 
and confer benefits and privileges to those who abide by its principles. 


Marriage for fun 


While many feminist and queer theorists propose alternatives to marriage and seek to 
completely redefine the predominantly heteronormative and cis-normative relational 
structures present today, few would object to the loving company of number and 
formation that suits them best, union in a lifelong commitment, or even A ceremony to 
celebrate such voluntary commitments. So long as the state or church does not intervene 
to prevent unsatisfied parties from withdrawing if the commitment no longer meets their 
needs, then it is a voluntary arrangement for the most part, prone to the problems of 
most human interactions Insofar as they are imperfect beings. 


Marriage can be fun. If you and your companions wish to carry out a ritual that expresses 
your love for each other in front of witnesses, go ahead. Be creative. Make collective 
weddings, create new ceremonies based on new or old religions, or none at all, or do it to 
keep your culture and traditions alive in the face of colonialism. But for whatever reason, 
the state would not have to get involved. That's the funny thing, marriage for fun has 
always been true for those who did not bother asking the church or state for permission. 


So why, with so many valid criticisms against this, did marriage become the face of the 
gay rights movement for so long? Why did so many radical queers focus on more 
practical and useful community organizing campaigns while redefining traditional 
definitions of family and relationships in general, romantic, sexual, and platonic, and 
marrying their fellows without state recognition in their Own ceremonies, while so many 
others resolutely led the cause of state-sanctioned gay marriage as one of the civil 
liberties movement's greatest goals? Well, outside the assimilation and the politics of 
respect (theme for another essay), everything is reduced to one thing: benefits. 


Marriage for profit 


Quoting Emma Goldman: 


"Marriage is primarily an economic arrangement, an assurance pact. It differs from the 
ordinary assurance agreement in which it is more binding, more demanding. " 


With more than 1000 different benefits linked to the institution of marriage, ranging from 
state to state in the United States, including access to health care delivery, survival 
benefits, rights 


